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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's arguments filed n.4.2005. Claims 1-14 are 
presented for further examination. 

2> This is a non-final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

3> Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (A I PA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly 
from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art 
date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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4> Claims 1-4 and 8-n are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sciacca, U.S Patent No. 6.760.761. 

5> As to claim I, Sciacca discloses a system for automatically deploying a plurality of 
network devices, comprising: 

a memory for storing a template which contains a sequence of commands for 
configuring each of a plurality of devices of a given type, wherein each command that refers 
to a particular device contains a variable as the identification of the device [column 1 «lines 
3i'34» I column 4 «lines 5'i5» | column 6 «lines 34-42» | column 8 «lines 6i-67» | column 9 
«lines 4-io» where : Sciacca's policy corresponds to a template. The policy is written in a 
generic format containing variables that are refer to values specific to the managed device. In 
generating device-specific configurations for the managed device, the specific values for each 
of the variables is retrieved from the database]; 

a database storing a record which indicates the respective network address of each 
specific device for which a given device is to be configured [column 3 «lines 35'42» | column 5 
«lines 3~15» | column 6 «lines 34*42»]; and 

an interface responsive to a command to configure a given device for retrieving said 
template and the stored record associated with said given device, substituting the network 
addresses in the retrieved record for the variables in said template, and issuing commands to 
configure the given device in accordance with said retrieved record and said template 
[column 6 «lines 34-6i» | column 9 «lines 4'52» where : Sciacca's managed devices are 
configured by retrieving policies and associated managed device information from a database. 
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The managed device is configured in accordance with the policy (template) and the retrieved 
device information, such as address information]. 

6> As to claim 2, Sciacca discloses IP addresses [column 5 «lines I2-I5»]. 

7> As to claim 3, Sciacca discloses a plurality of templates are stored in said memory, 
each corresponding to a different respective type of device [column 1 «lines 35'38» | column 8 
«lines 5i-55» : different policies for different types of devices]. 

8> As to claim 4, Sciacca discloses said templates are stored in said database [column 4 
«lines 5-20»]. 

9> As to claims 8-n, as they claims to a method that outline the functionality of the 
system of claims 1-4, respectively, they do not teach or further define over the claimed 
limitations. Therefore, claims 8-11 are rejected for the same reasons set forth for claims 1-4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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io> Claims 5, 6, 12 and 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sciacca. 

ii> As to claim 5, Sciacca does not expressly disclose that said interface issues said 
commands in a format generic to a plurality of different types of devices, and further 
including a library containing converters for converting said generic commands into device- 
specific commands to be applied to individual network devices. 

However, Sciacca does disclose that "configuration novices" may enter commands by 
providing basic configuration data [column 3 «lines 49'52»]. These commands coupled with 
the policies [see Figure 3] comprise a generic command which is converted by the device 
configuration generator to a device-specific configuration that may be deployed to the 
managed device to configure it [column 4 «lines 22-28» | column 8 «line 6i» to column 9 «line 
3»]. So while Sciacca does not expressly disclose utilizing a library of converters, one of 
ordinary skill in the art could have reasonably inferred that his device configuration 
generator which essentially converts the generic policy into a device-specific configuration is 
analogous to the claimed library. 

I2> As to claim 6, Sciacca discloses the system of claim 5 wherein said converters 
transmit each of said device-specific commands in accordance with a transmission protocol 
corresponding to the individual devices, respectively [column 3 «lines 37-42 | column 8 «lines 
35-44»]. 
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I3> As to claims 12 and 13, as they claims to a method that outline the functionality of the 
system of claims 5 and 6, respectively, they do not teach or further define over the claimed 
limitations. Therefore, claims 12 and 13 are rejected for the same reasons set forth for claims 5 
and 6. 

14> Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sciacca, 
in further view of McNeely et al, U.S Patent Application Publication US 2002/0162059 Ai 
["McNeely"]. 

I5> As to claim 7, Sciacca discloses the system substantially as claimed in claim 1. Ballard 
does not specifically disclose that one of said transmission protocols comprises Telnet. 

i6> McNeely teaches a system for automatic configuration of a plurality of network 
devices wherein communication with said network devices is done in accordance with a 
Telnet transmission protocol [abstract | paragraph 65 | paragraph 84]. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art include telnet in Sciacca's system because 
doing so would increase the number of devices that with which Sciacca's interface could 
communicate. One would have been motivated to do this to allow Sciacca's system to 
include network devices that could be accessed by remote terminal access. 



I7> Claim 14 is a method that claims the steps performed by the system of claim 7. 
Therefore, claim 14 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 7. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:00 AM to 5:00 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571. 272. 3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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